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^"^•^^ The nietfaod of clahn 13 wherein said denth n^^c.^H bv detern..n.nf > th. 
difference between a predetermined distf^nce h.tw.^ . H.p th measuring .ip n.i c...... . k.^.^ 

of said channel alid a distance measured from ...id H^ th n,.asurin. .ipn.i o.i. .j^^jn 



surface. 



^^•^^ ^« "method of claim 13 wherein said signal H.V^f^ .. jd lig^.H ...rf... 
predetermined an^ le. 



Remarks 



Claim 9 has been amended to reflect that the "signal has an unobstructed path to the fluid 
surfece." As described in the specification at column 3. lines 31-33 and shown in Figure 1, the 
signal that is sent fiom the radar velocity saisor travels through an unobstructed path to the fluid 
surface. None of the prior art patents teach diluting the signal through an unobstructed path to the 
fluid surface. Therefore, this claim limitation in amended claim 9 is not taught by the prior art. 

Further, claim 9 teaches in the preamble a "method for measuring the velocity of a free fluid 
surface flowiiig in a predetermined direction in an open chamel or flume of a fixed shape." 
(emphasis added) The most relevant prior ait patents teach measuring the flow of blood through a 
vessel in a body. Of course, a blood vessel is not an open chamiel or flume. Therefore. aU of the 
claim limitations of the patent at issue are not met by the prior art patents. 

The most relevant prior art patents do not specifically teach the use of generated electrical 
signals to detemiine Doppler frequency shift and thus calculate the velocity of the fluid surface. 
Rather, the prior ait patents teach using microwave signals to detemiine Doppler frequency shift. 
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Microwave signals are one specific subset of electrical signals. In other words, the category of 
"electrical signals" is broader than "microwave signals." Therefore, the most relevant pnor art 
patents do not teach the use of electrical signals to determine Doppler frequency shift. 

New claim 9 has been added to reflect that the open channel or flume has a "predeteraiined 
cross-section," as stated in the specification at column 3, hnes 44-47. 

FinaUy, new claim 9 has been added to reflect that the "depth of said fluid travelling through 
the channel" is measured, as stated in the specification at column 3, lines 55-57. 

Reissued Oath 

Apphcant has included an executed SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION FOR REISSUE 
PATENT APPUCATION TO CORRECT "ERRORS" STATEMENT. 

Summary 

AppUcant respectfiilly submits that the patent appUcation is now in condition for allowance. 
Therefore, an indication of allowability is respectfiilly requested. 

Respectfully Submitted, 



Dated: July 3 1,2000 



Ray^^iond^cott, Regis&ation No. 22,981 
How^a"ft-H&ward Attorneys, P.C. 
39400 Woodward Avenue, Suite 101 
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304-5151 
(248)645-1483 
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CERTIFICATE OF MATLTNQ 



I hereby certify that the attached PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT, SUPPLEMENTAL 
DECLARATION FOR REISSUE PATENT APPLICATION TO CORRECT "ERRORS" 
STATEMENT, NOTIFICATION OF CHANGE OF ENTITY STATUS, REVOCATION OF 
POWER OF ATTORNEY and TWO-MONTH EXTENSION OF TIME are being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service as prepaid, in an envelope as "Express Mail Post Office to 
Addressee," Mailing Label No. EL574850697US and addressed to Assistant Commissioner of 
Patents, Washington. D.C. 20231. on August 3, 2000. 
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